Dear researchers, colleagues, and readers interested in internet-related research,
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During this period, Cyberpsychology had 73,600 unique visitors with over 117,000 page views. On average, the website had 12,200 visitors per month. However, you can see that the amount of visitors is increasing over time in Figure 2 . In November 2017, we had more than 16,000 visitors and we expect this increasing trend to continue. And where do the visitors of Cyberpsychology come from? The audience is very international. Data shows that readers come from 192 countries around the world. Concerning continents, we had most visitors from North America (23k), followed by Asia (22k), Europe (19k) , Oceania (4k), Africa (4k), and South and Central America (2k). Concerning countries, most visitors are from the United States (19k), followed surprisingly by the Philippines (8k), the United Kingdom (6k), Australia (3k), Canada (3k), India (3k), Malaysia (2k), Germany (2k), Indonesia (2k), the Netherlands (1k), and South Africa (1k). We are proud to see that people from around the world, with a high variability of local languages, read Cyberpsychology. Unique visitors per week
Number of Submissions and Time for Decisions in 2017
In this section, we report only statistics from the "standard" issues which are managed by the main editors of the journal. Special issues, which are managed by guest editors, are excluded from this statistics. In 2017, we received 92 new submissions for standard issues, which is 22% more than the year before. We sent out 113 decisions, what is a 20% increase from 2016.
Of the 113 decisions, almost 50% were desk rejects, which means that the editor rejected the article without advancing it to the external review process. The reasons for such decisions remain the same over the years -see our editorial from 2014 for a summary of the main reasons for desk rejects. To help authors improve their manuscripts prior to the submission, we also summarized the main points of why we accept manuscripts.
From the articles that are sent for external review, we rejected another half based on reviewer recommendations and encouraged revisions for the rest. From all of the decisions made in 2017, 8.8% were accepts; this is a decrease from 2016 when we made nearly 14% accept decisions.
The average time from submission to decision remained similar as last year: three to five months if the article was externally reviewed. Desk rejects averaged two weeks. We believe these figures are helpful for authors who aim to publish in our journal. Since the first issue of this year's volume, we have added new editorial information for each published article. Hence, at the end of the article, you can find information about when the article and its revisions were submitted, and when it was accepted for publication.
Now it is time to introduce the articles in this issue.
Articles in this Issue
This issue consists of five articles by authors from various countries who used various research methods and designs.
The first article, "An experimental test of the effects of online and face-to-face feedback" (Vossen, Koutamanis, & Walther) focuses on the effect of receiving confirming vs. disconfirming feedback for individuals' self-disclosure of their self-esteem and how these effects differ between online and face-to-face communication. This research reveals that feedback has a significant indirect effect on self-esteem through the receiver's reciprocal feedback. Interestingly, the authors found differences between online and offline communication: participants reciprocated negative feedback when they received it online more than in face-to-face communication. This reciprocal feedback enhanced the self-esteem of participants for online communication, but not in face-to-face communication.
The second article, "Exploring how social networking sites impact youth with anxiety: A qualitative study of Facebook stressors among adolescents with an anxiety disorder diagnosis" (Calancie, Ewing, Narducci, Horgan, & Khalid-Khan) is based on a qualitative investigation which included focus groups with adolescent Facebook users who have a primary anxiety diagnosis. The young participants described how Facebook can influence their anxiety. The analysis revealed six themes related to Facebook stressors: seeking approval, fearing judgment, escalating interpersonal issues, wanting privacy, negotiating self and social identity, and connecting & disconnecting. Participants also reported a fear of receiving negative online comments and discussed strategies for how to avoid them. Participants described feeling positive emotions when they received "likes"; however, they considered these emotions as "false", "unreal", and "fleeting." The authors conclude that there are various mechanisms through which Facebook may exacerbate anxiety in adolescents with a diagnosed anxiety disorders and thereby may make them vulnerable to negative online experiences.
The third article, "Discovering unique profiles of adolescent information and communication technology (ICT) use: Are ICT use preferences associated with identity and behaviour development?" (Kurek, Jose, & Stuart) aims to discover the patterns for how young people use multiple types of information and communication technology (ICT) in their everyday lives and how these patterns may be associated with key aspects of their development.
The authors surveyed 933 adolescents and used latent profile analysis. The article describes how the concepts of identity and individual behaviour are associated with individual ICT usage preferences.
The fourth article, "A preliminary study exploring moderating effects of role stressors on the relationship between Big Five personality traits and workplace cyberloafing" (Varghese & Barber) is focused on the phenomenon of "cyberloafing", which can be described as using the internet for personal use while at work. The presented research addresses whether work stressors strengthen the relationship between personality and cyberloafing based on the Personal Resource Allocation framework. The authors carried out the online survey among employees from diverse occupations and revealed that role conflict was the only stressor that predicted cyberloafing. Role conflict strengthened the positive association between neuroticism and cyberloafing, and also the negative association between agreeableness and cyberloafing.
The fifth article, "Does 'clicking' matter? The role of online participation in adolescents' civic development" (Machackova & Serek) describes the role of online civic participation in the development of adolescents. The study examines the longitudinal effect of online participation on the development of civic identity, political selfefficacy, and attitudes toward social authorities. The authors used data from a longitudinal two-wave panel study carried out in the Czech Republic. The research revealed that online participation predicted the increase of challenging attitudes towards social authorities, while offline participation had the opposite effect. Furthermore, offline participation positively predicted civic identity.
We hope you will enjoy reading this issue. We also thank all of the authors, reviewers, and people who contribute to the journal. We wish you a wonderful 2018 and we hope you stay in touch throughout the year and beyond.
